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Date of interview: 

March 20, 2008 

Type of interview; 
telephonic 

Participants: 

1 ) Examiner William K. Cheung 

2) James E. Piotrowski 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: 

no 

Claims discussed: 

19 

Identification of prior art discussed: 

U.S. Patent No. 6,140,394 and product literature of Hielscher from page 5 of the 
November 16, 2007 Office communication. 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: 

Mr. Piotrowski pointed out that claim 19 is directed to polymer particles having a 
d50 diameter of 0.03 to 0.5 urn. Mr. Piotrowski pointed out that the method disclosed in 
the '394 patent limits those polymer particles to larger sizes. 
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Examiner Cheung pointed to the graph on page 5 of the November 16, 2007 
Office communication and asserted that this graph disclosed polymer particles in the 
size range of claim 19, Mr. Piotrowski pointed out that page 4 of the November 16, 
2007 Office communication explained that the graph on page 5 was for silica particles 
and not for polymer particles. 

Examiner Cheung suggested filing an after final response with no claim 
amendments directed to the claim 19 rejection. 



Date of Interview: 

April 17, 2008 

Participants: 

1) Examiner William K. Cheung 

2) James Piotrowski 

Type of interview: 

telephonic 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: 

no 

Claims discussed: 

19 

Identification of prior art discussed: 

prior art of record 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: 

Examiner Cheung and Mr. Piotrowski discussed the status of claim 19 as shown 
in the April 10, 2008 Advisory Action. 



Date of Interview: 

April 22, 2008 

Participants; 

1) Supervisor David Wu 

2) James Piotrowski 

Type of interview: 
telephonic 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: 

no 
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Claims discussed: 

19 

Identification of prior art discussed: 

prior art of record 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: 

Supervisor Wu and Mr. Piotrowski discussed the status of cfaim 19 as shown in 
the April 10, 2008 Advisory Action. 



Date of Interview: 

April 23, 2008 

Participants: 

1) Examiner William K. Cheung 

2) James Piotrowski 

Type of interview: 

telephonic 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: 

no 

Claims discussed: 

19 

Identification of prior art discussed: 

prior art of record 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: 

Examiner Cheung and Mr. Piotrowski discussed the status of claim 19 as shown 
in the April 10, 2008 Advisory Action. Mr. Piotrowski agreed to file a third Rule 116 
response amending claim 19 to independent claim status. 
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Respectfully submitted, 



Date: /y, 




yJame^Ef Rotrowski 
^Registration No. 43,860 
Attorney for Applicant 
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Legal Department 
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